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Status of Claims 

1. This action is in reply to application 10/559673 filed on 12/08/2006. Claims 1-20 are currently 
pending and have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 



4. Claim 1 recites "a statistical weight to be given to the fourth number". The fact that statistical 
weighting is applied to a number is mentioned in the specification on page 2, lines 10 and 25, and 
page 7, line 15. However, the description provided does not give one of ordinary skill in the art 
any clue as to what type of statistical weighting method is used. Therefore it is unclear what 
method the applicant expects one of ordinary skill in the art to apply to produce a fourth number 
that is statistically weighted. All claims dependent on this claim are rejected for the same 
reasons. 



5. 



Claim 7 recites "a check digit calculated by the Lunz method". This method is mentioned in the 
specification on page 3, line 14, and page 7, line 1. However, there is no explanation by the 
applicant as to how this method is used and the Examiner cannot find a reference to a "Lunz 
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method" for calculating check digits in any other known references. Another well known method 
of calculating check digits is called the "Luhn algorithm" and, for the purposes of examination, the 
Examiner will interpret applicant's limitation as reading on this algorithm. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

8. Claims 1-20 include method steps involving providing record sets that include numbers which are 
associated or reference medical information. It is unclear how this medical information is used in 
the steps of the method as the medical information appears to be non-functional descriptive 
material that is not connected to how the steps of the method are performed. Therefore, the 
Examiner will interpret, in general, that the instant application method steps are providing sets of 
numbers that reference any information. All claims dependent on these claims are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

9. Claim 3 recites the record sets will be transmitted to "wherever required". The term "wherever" is 
a relative term which renders the claim indefinite. The term "wherever" is not defined by the 

claim, the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 



10. Claims 5 and 6 recite "the first number". Claim 7 recites "the second number". Claim 9 recites 
"the third number". There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 
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11. Claim 12 recites "a list of third unique numbers". Claims 13 and 14 recites similar limitations. It is 
unclear if these unique numbers are the same or different from the unique numbers from earlier 
claims. 

12. Claim 16 recites "three unique numbers". Claim 17 recites similar limitations. It is unclear if these 
unique numbers are the same or different from the unique numbers from earlier claims. 

13. Claim 20 recites "the availability of funds is retrieved from the second person's medical aid or 
bank account to cover the costs indicated by the budgeted value." It is unclear what or whom is 
retrieving the availability of funds. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

14. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

15. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. 

16. Claims 1-20 are directed to a method. Based upon consideration of all of the relevant factors with 
respect to the claims as a whole, these claims are held to assert an abstract idea, and are 
therefore rejected as ineligible subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. The rationale for this finding 
centers on the fact that the applicant has claimed method steps that merely involve a machine 
nominally, insignificantly, or tangentially related to the performance of the steps (e.g. data 
gathering). Additionally, the claimed method steps do not involve the transformation of an article. 
A "particular" machine or apparatus means that the method involves a specific machine, not any 
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and all machines. This ensures that the machine imposes real world limits on the claimed 
method by limiting the claim scope to a particular practical application. Use of the concept, as 
expressed in the method, would effectively grant a monopoly over the concept. Both known and 
unknown uses of the concept are covered and can be performed through any existing or future 
devised machinery, or even without any apparatus. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



18. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ouchi (US 
2003/0061121 A1). 



Ouchi, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• providing a first record set including a first unique number (see at least figure 1 and 
paragraphs 0010); 

• a second unique number {see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0010); 

• a third unique number (see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0010); 

• a fourth number (see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0010); 

• providing a second record set associated with the first record set, the second record set 
including a code (see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0010); 

• a statistical weight to be given to the fourth number (see at least paragraph 0024, multiplying 
value by a factor); 
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• providing a ttiird record set associated with the second record set, the third record set 
including a description reference of the code (see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0010); 

• saving the first record set, the second record set, and the third record set in a database (see 
at least paragraphs 0024-0025). 

Ouchi does not explicitly recite the limitations that the numbers are associated with a first person, 
associated with a second person, associated with a specific question contained in a list of 
questions, being an answer to the specific question, a question code, and a description reference 
of the question code. However, the limitations are drawn to non-functional descriptive material 
and are not functionally involved with the method. The recited method steps would be performed 
the same regardless of what specific data with which the numbers are associated or describing. 
Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms 
of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In 
re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 1336, 70 
USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also MPEP 2106. 

20. Claim 2: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of providing a fourth record set (see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0010). 

Ouchi does not explicitly recite the limitation that the numbers are identifying financial data. 
However, the limitation is drawn to non-functional descriptive material and is not functionally 
involved with the method. The recited method step would be performed the same regardless of 
what specific data with which the numbers are associated or describing. Thus, this descriptive 
material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In 
re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 
32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). 
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See also MPEP2106. 

21. Claims: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of any of the first record set, the second record set, the third record set or the entire 
database are able to be jointly or separately transmitted to wherever required (see at least 
paragraphs 0024-0025). 

22. Claims 4-6: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Ouchi does not explicitly recite 
the limitations of the first person is a medical practitioner, the first number is associated with the 
medical practitioner's national registration number and the medical practitioner's specialist 
qualifications and experience. However, the limitations are drawn to non-functional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved with the method. The recited method steps would be 
performed the same regardless of what specific data with which the numbers are associated or 
describing. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior 
art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 
1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also MPEP 2106. 

23. Claim 7: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of the second number includes a check digit (see at least paragraph 0009). 

Ouchi does not explicitly recite the limitation of a check digit calculated by means of the Lunz 
method. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art to 
use the Luhn algorithm to calculate check digits in numbering systems. It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Ouchi with use of the 
Luhn algorithm for calculating check digits, merely as a matter of design choice, in order to 
distinguishing valid numbers from collections of random digits, since doing so could be performed 
readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art with neither undue experimentation nor 
risk of unexpected results. 

24. Claims 8-9: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Ouchi does not explicitly recite 
the limitations of the second person is a medical patient and ttie fourth number is adapted to 
indicate a true or false answer to a question associated with the third number However, the 
limitations are drawn to non-functional descriptive material and are not functionally involved with 
the method. The recited method steps would be performed the same regardless of what specific 
data with which the numbers are associated or describing. Thus, this descriptive material will not 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 
F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 
1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also 
MPEP2106. 

25. Claim 10: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of the first record set includes a fifth number (see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 
0010). 

Ouchi does not explicitly recite the limitation that the numbers are associated with a date and time 
that the first person examined the second person. However, the limitation is drawn to non- 
functional descriptive material and is not functionally involved with the method. The recited 
method step would be performed the same regardless of what specific data with which the 
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numbers are associated or describing. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the 
claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 
1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. 
Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also MPEP 2106. 

26. Claim 11: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of the first record set includes a sixth number adapted to be a check digit for 
verifying the validity of any other number contained in the first record set (see at least paragraph 
0009). 

27. Claim 12: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of the second record set includes a list of third unique numbers (see at least figure 1 
and paragraphs 0010). 

Ouchi does not explicitly recite the limitation that the numbers are associated with all possible 
questions that can be asked. However, the limitation is drawn to non-functional descriptive 
material and is not functionally involved with the method. The recited method step would be 
performed the same regardless of what specific data with which the numbers are associated or 
describing. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior 
art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 
1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also MPEP 2106. 

28. Claims 13-15: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Ouchi does not explicitly recite 
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the limitations of each third unique number is associated with at least one further question which 
should be asked or answered, is associated with at least one further question which need not be 
asked or answered, and includes a reference to a publication containing a description of the 
question code. However, the limitations are drawn to non-functional descriptive material and are 
not functionally involved with the method. The recited method steps would be performed the 
same regardless of what specific data with which the numbers are associated or describing. 
Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms 
of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In 
re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 1336, 70 
USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also MPEP 2106. 

29. Claim 16: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Furthermore, Ouchi discloses 
the limitation of the fourth record set includes three unique numbers (see at least figure 1 and 
paragraphs 0010). 

30. Claims 17-20: 

Ouchi discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. Ouchi does not explicitly recite 
the limitations of the three unique numbers are respectively associated with a budgeted item, a 
budgeted value, and availability of finds, the budgeted item is a type of treatment or medication 
required by the second person, the budgeted value is a cost associated with the type of treatment 
or medication, and the availability of funds is retrieved from the second person's medical aid or 
bank account to cover the costs indicated by the budgeted value. However, the limitations are 
drawn to non-functional descriptive material and are not functionally involved with the method. 
The recited method steps would be performed the same regardless of what specific data with 
which the numbers are associated or describing. Thus, this descriptive material will not 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 
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F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 
1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d 1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). See also 
MPEP2106. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be directed to JOSEPH 
BURGESS whose telephone number is (571)270-5547. The Examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday-Friday, 9:00am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the Examiner's supervisor, ROBERT MORGAN can be reached at (571)272-6773. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://portal.uspto.aov/external/portal/pair . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866)217-9197 (toll-free). 



/J.B./ 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3626 



//Neal R Sereboff// 
Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



